later coopted for, and even animal communication very likely started as noncommunicative behavior. The distinction between the original function and current utility is crucial for studying the biological evolution of language.
Which leads to the next fallacy, the fallacy of continuity (anthropomorphism). Recent animal studies have shown that more and more traits once believed to be unique to the humans are more or less shared by other animals, and this realization of evolutionary continuity is highly productive in evolutionary linguistics. And yet, this does not mean that some human capacity X and its animal counterpart Y are exactly the same, nor does it mean that studying the evolution of Y is enough for understanding the evolution of X. It is the difference that exists between the two that needs to be explained. We have to mind whatever small gaps there may be. A popular case is the convergent evolution or homoplasy of the vocal learning capacities of humans and birds. Studies of birdsongs provide many important insights into how human vocalization may have evolved, but this is where it should stop. To claim further that human vocalization and bird vocalization evolved in the same way, or worse still, that human vocalization (or language!) evolved from bird vocalization, is a totally different and plainly wrong move.
Which is deeply connected to the fallacy of FLN/FLB dichotomy (Hauser et al., 2002) . This dichotomy has been very helpful in promoting comparative approaches to language evolution. Because the rest of FLB (typically C-I and S-M) can safely be studied by standard methodology of evolutionary biology, researchers may focus on the uniquely human FLN (Merge-based recursive syntax). But what does it mean that something is uniquely human? One would be misguided by equating it with a sheer lack of evolutionary continuity and assuming that the trait in question suddenly emerged only in the human lineage. The correct picture is this: Every component of language is equally uniquely human, in the sense that the same capacities are nowhere else to be found, but at the same time, they all have evolutionary continuity with some nonhuman capacities and in this latter sense none of them are truly uniquely human. We need to study the evolution of all the components of human language without bias, and the FLN/FLB dichotomy hinders this naturalist approach to human language evolution (see Boeckx (2013) for related discussion).
